
Docket No. 42011-102

Postal Regulatory Gommission
Washington, D.C. 20268-0001

NOTTCE OF FTLTNG UNDER 39 U.S.C. S 404(d)

TO THE UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVIGE:

Please take notice that on September 30, 2011, the Commission received a
petition for review of the Postal Service's determination to close the Lakeville post office
located in Lakeville, Connecticut. The petition for review was filed by Charlene LaVoie
on behalf of Etienne Delessert and Rita Marshall (Petitioners) and is postmarked
September 28,2011.

This notice is advisory only and is being furnished so that the Postal Service may
begin assembling the administrative record in advance of any formal appeal
proceedings held upon the alleged (closing/consolidation) for transmittal pursuant to
39 CFR S 3001.113(a) (requiring the filing of the record within 15 days of the filing with
the Commission of a petition for review). The Postal Service's administrative record is

due no later than October 17,2011

Ruth Ann Abrams
Acting Secretary

Date: October 3,2011
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Re Appeal of Lakeville, CT - Docket #7369705-06039, posted-rtugust27,207t.

Pursr¡ant to Section VII, B, of the above teferenced docket number, Etienne Delesset @O Box
1689, Lakeville) and Ria Marshall (5 LakeviewAve., Lakeville); both persons served by the
Lakevillq Cf Post Office, heteby appeal the Final Deterrrination to Consolidate the Lakeville, CT
Post Office and Continue to Ptovide a Cl¿ssified Branch.

The reportindicates that the Lakeville Post Office will be a classified btanch, ptoviding delivery and
retail se¡vices and consolidated u¡ith Salisbury Post Office, which will remain the administrative
office.

The tepot tecites vatious statistics of the Lakeyille Post Office. It indicates that the postrnâster
retited inJanuary 2010 (thete ate othet post offices with postmaster positions vacant for longer than
the I-akeville post office). The report concludes tbat there u¡ill be a $55,816 annual savings,
ptesumably the salary of the temporary Lakeville postmaster. (fhis peßon, however, has been
assþed to the nüinsted post office, thetefore the cost is shifte{ not elimina¡sd.¡

Thete was a public heating, as requited, on Aptil 27,2O7.73 people attended, 308 people sþed a

petitior¡ sevetal businesses ¿ad brge customeß subrnitted letters. ,\t this heating, membets of the
public, including the appellants, asked questions that were flot answered by the Post Office
representatives nuuririg the meeting including questions about the number of PO boxes, routes and
revenue of othet post offices in the area.

Thete was flo oppotturrity for the public to teview and compare infom¿tion about ttre perfornance
and othet ctiteria of allatea,post offices âs none was provided. Post Office reptesentatives stated
that the ieveûue ftom Lakeville was less than the revenue ftom Salisbury. They also stated that the
Lakeville tevenue was $330,000.00 but would not specifi whether this was gross or rret.
Reptesentatives would rot ptovide teveûue numbets fot Salisbury, ot othet post offices, despite
sevetal attempts at the public heating and in wtiung to both the US Postal Service and Congtessman
Murphy's office.

It is not cleat what cntenav¡ete used to make this determination and the statements made within
this detetminatioo ate inconsistent with knov¡n facts. Fot example, both Lakeville and Salisbury rank
16, Salisbuy has one delivery toute and 500 PO boxes, Lakeville has 900 PO boxes fr00 rented) and
tsro delivery routes.
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Of paticulat coocem is that the tepercussion of this teclassification is unknown aûd wes not
explainsd. At the public hearing, attendees asked, for exarnplg whether a public þsering was

prcvided" Questions rcgarding the poæntial
ed. The I¿keville community was lulled into

ost office from closing. This may be the case for

faciliate closing the btanch in the fi¡rue. 
rcdassification of the r'akeville post office will

M*y c9-rnlunity memþery ate questioningwhether the new desigoation as a classified branchwi[
eventuall¡ lead to the closing of the brmch without any public inþut

tan

coflsequeflces,

Sinceteþ
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Chadene LaVoie
Community Lawyet / Counsel for Appellaots
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